The aim of this paper is to report that the firsthand evidential marker -te-can be employed in counterfactual conditional constructions in Korean. The phenomenon is of special interest, since it has been claimed that evidentials are not normally used in irrealis clauses (Anderson 1986: 274-275). Although it turns out that -te-'s core evidential function seems not in focus, I argue that the use of -te-in the protasis is, in fact, an optimal distancing strategy that conceptually licenses counterfactual conditional constructions in Korean; -te-'s functions of accommodating backgrounded information and of marking conceptual distance (Kwon 2012a) are exploited and they enable the constructions to convey more distanced counterfactuality than those without -te-, even implicating the speaker's nonagentivity or helplessness on the past event. I discuss these seemingly noncanonical phenomena within the Mental Spaces Theory framework (Dancygier and Sweetser 2005); I rely in the main on the system of representation used by Dancygier and Sweetser in their mental spaces analysis of conditionals, including their use of shading to represent counterfactuality. However, I introduce some new elements to the diagrams, including using the layering of spaces to represent additional distancing strategies.
Introduction
This paper reports that the firsthand evidential marker -te-in Korean appears in counterfactual conditional constructions (CCCs), which is typologically not common. This phenomenon is of special interest because it seems to present a counterexample to previous claims that evidentials are not generally used in irrealis clauses (e.g., Anderson 1986: 274-275) . In this paper, although it turns out that its core evidential function is not in function, I show that -te-does appear in counterfactual conditional constructions in Korean, and further argue that using the firsthand evidential marker is, in fact, a conceptually optimal tactic for CCCs, because it allows the speaker to take a stance of conceptual distance from the focal event referred to in the protasis. Although the core function of -te-is primarily evidential (Kwon 2012a; Song 2002) , the polysemous marker has a number of other functions, including conceptual distancing and the backgrounding of information about the speaker's source of evidence (Kwon 2012a (Kwon , 2012b ; these functions are what licenses the use of -te-in counterfactual conditional constructions.
In the next section, I give some background on Korean conditional constructions, on the general properties of -te-, and on arguments in the previous literature to the effect that conditionals and evidentiality seem to be conceptually incompatible. Section 3 argues that -te-'s function of distancing or backgrounding (to be discussed in detail) is, in fact, conceptually compatible with conditional constructions. In Section 4, I use the framework of Mental Spaces Theory (MST) (Fauconnier 1997; Dancygier and Sweetser 2005; Kwon 2012a Kwon , 2012b to model how CCCs containing -te-are licensed and interpreted, with the goal of providing insight into the conceptual structure evoked by these constructions.
Background

Korean conditional constructions
The Korean morphological system is agglutinative. As shown in (1), when the conditional marker -myen 'if' is attached either directly to a verb stem or to the declarative suffix -ta, the clause it is in forms the protasis of a conditional construction. (Protases are enclosed in brackets [ ] throughout the paper.)
(1) [ney-ka o-n-ta-myen] yeca-pwuwuen-tul-i you-Nom come-Imperf-Decl-if female-member-Pl-Nom kippe-ha-l-theyntey be.happy-do-Mod-Cond.End 1 'If you come, the female members will be happy. ' (cafe.naver.com/uunmask33/472010) 1 Abbreviations used in this paper: Acc: Accusative; Ant: Anteriority; Cond.End: Conditional sentential ending; Conn: Connective; Decl: Declarative; Evid: Evidential; Neg: Negativizer; Nom: Nominative; Imperf: Imperfective; Pl: Plural; Loc: Locative; Mod: Modal; Top: Topic.
The informal sentential ending thentey frequently appears in conditional constructions. It is etymologically derived from a multimorphemic construction composed on the syntactically dependent noun the 'ground,' the copula i-, and a contracted form of a connective, -ntey. (-Ntey The example in (1) is a predictive conditional construction. The tense morphology of predictive conditionals in Korean is similar to that in English. In English, the simple present-tense form can be used to represent future tense in the protasis of a predictive conditional; in Korean, the future tense in a predictive protasis can be represented either by a null morpheme, which by default indicates the present tense, or by a tense-morpheme complex consisting of the imperfective marker -nand the declarative marker -ta. It should be noted that the declarative-marked versions of these constructions, such as the example with -n-ta-myen-in (1), are ambiguous between simple predictive conditionals (in this case, 'If you come . . .') and quotative predictive conditionals ('If it's said that you're coming . . .'). 2 In either case, the speaker's epistemic stance toward the focal event is neutral; in (1), the speaker does not hold any kind of belief about whether the addressee is coming or not, but she is imagining and referring to a situation in which the addressee does come. Because the sentence in (1) conveys a neutral epistemic stance, it could also mean 'When you come, the female members will be happy. ' In contrast, counterfactual conditional constructions entail that the speaker is taking a negative epistemic stance. Similarly to the use of the past tense in CCCs in English, Korean employs an anteriority marking morpheme in the protasis of CCCs, as in the example in (2). 3 is one of a number of sentential ending morphemes in Korean that have been grammaticalized from clausal connectives.) Sentential endings in Korean are a rich area of complexity calling for much further research. 2 The quotative readings of such constructions can mark the speaker's distance from the event in some dimension, as a form of metacomment or metarepresentation (Noh 2007) . The ambiguity also occurs when -ass-ta-myen [Ant-Decl-'if'] is used in the protasis.
However, when the construction is used without -ta, it unambiguously expresses simply (nonquotative) predictive conditionality. This paper will not discuss the issue of ambiguity in detail; I will simply note that the metarepresentational function of the marker -ta merits further research within the Mental Spaces Theory framework. (For an overview of what kinds of epistemic stances can be conveyed by -ta in general, see Park 2006) . 3 Following Lee (1991) , I describe -ess-/-ass-as an anterior marker because it can function either to mark past tense or to mark perfective aspect, depending on the context. Lee defines the concept of anteriority as follows:
The suffix -ôss-gives a past tense meaning when in a given discourse context the speaker is concerned with the location of a given situation with respect to a reference point, as the suffix indicates that the situation takes place prior to the reference point. The suffix -ôss-expresses a "completed" sense of perfective aspect when the speaker is concerned with whether the situation described has reached its end point, that is, the reference point is located either at or after the terminal juncture of a situation described (Lee 1991: 176-177 The utterance in (2) would be licensed if the speaker knew that the addressee had not come in November. In the protasis, the speaker is conjuring an alternative world whose events are the opposite of those that actually occurred in the real world. However, as with the example with the declarative marker -ta in (1), the protasis in (2) can also be interpreted as a quotative predictive conditional, meaning 'If it's said that you came . . .' This ambiguity shows that the fact that the protasis contains the anteriority morpheme -ess-/-ass-does not guarantee that an utterance will be interpreted as counterfactual.
In contrast, when the pluperfect tense is used in the protasis of a conditional, the utterance can only encode counterfactuality. This construction is more closely equivalent to the distanced counterfactual conditional in English, for example, If he had come, she would have been happy. In Korean, when the protasis of a conditional construction contains the pluperfect tense marker -esste-/-asste-, the utterance always conveys a negative epistemic stance (Park 2006: 125-126 The example in (3a) is licensed only as a counterfactual conditional; it can only mean that the speaker believes she did not come earlier. Note also that the apodosis must contain the full anteriority and future morpheme complex. The example in (3b) sounds ungrammatical because the protasis posits a past event and the apodosis refers to a simple prediction about the future.
Furthermore, the pluperfect tense marker in the protasis seems to yield an additional construction-specific meaning; only by using the pluperfect can the speaker express nonagency or helplessness or even regret about the past event encoded in the protasis. The meaning conveyed by pluperfect counterfactual conditionals like that in (4) In sum, a conditional construction whose protasis contains -esste-/-assteencodes the speaker's negative epistemic stance and a stance of nonagency toward the past event.
The firsthand evidential marker -te-and its polyfunctionality
The pluperfect tense marker -esste-/-asste-contains the firsthand evidential marker -te-. This section explores the basic properties and functions of -te-, based largely on the work of Kwon (2012a Kwon ( , 2012b , Chung (2006 Chung ( , 2007 , Kim (2005) , Song (1998 Song ( , 2002 , Seo (1994) , and Yang (1972) . The polysemous marker -te-encodes, first of all, the speaker's acquisition of information in the past. It indicates that the focal event took place in the past and that the speaker witnessed it, as shown by the contrast between the examples in (5).
(5) a. ai-tul-to palamppacin kong-ul cha-ass-ta child-Pl-even flat ball-Acc kick-Ant-Decl 'Even the children kicked the flat ball.' b. ai-tul-to palamppacin kong-ul cha-te-la child-Pl-even flat ball-Acc kick-Evid-Decl 'Even the children were kicking the flat ball.' 5 (http://www.dailian.co.kr/news/news_view.htm?id=254439&sc=naver& kind=menu_code&keys=1)
When the anteriority marker -ess-is replaced with -te-, the meaning of the sentence changes. For (5b) to be licensed, the speaker must have herself observed the children kicking the flat ball. Secondly, the utterance in (5b) also shows that -teencodes retrospectivity because the marker signals that the speaker's perception time is prior to the speech-act time. This is different from what -ess-/-ass-signals; the anteriority marker simply indicates that the event in question took place before the utterance. Thirdly, (5b) signals that the speaker is posing a strongly positive epistemic stance towards information of the event in question; her firsthand experience lets her strongly vouch for the validity of the information. Fourth, -te-indicates that the focal event is imperfective; what she has perceived is an ongoing stage of the focal event or process. 6 The reason why I call -te-an evidential marker in spite of its various functions is that its evidential semantics is indefeasible even when it is combined with other grammatical elements. The indefeasibility of -te-'s evidentiality is shown by the ungrammaticality of the example in (6).
(6) *ai-tul-i palamppacin kong-ul cha-te-la, kulentey child-Pl-Nom flat ball-Acc kick-Evid-Decl but ku-ai-tul-ul po-ci-mos-ha-ess-ta the-child-Pl-Acc see-Conn-Neg-do-Ant-Decl 'The children were kicking the flat ball, but I didn't see them.'
The second clause in (6) contradicts the first clause, rendering the sentence ungrammatical; this demonstrates that -te-definitely entails that the speaker must have observed the focal event.
-Te-'s primary function is to mark evidentiality, because even when the anteriority marker -ass-is inserted between the main verb (cha-'kick') and -te-, -te-'s 5 Boldface is used in the English translations throughout this paper to represent the firsthand evidentiality that is conveyed by using -te-in a realis clause in Korean, which would probably not be explicitly represented in an English sentence in a similar context. 6 According to Chung (2006 Chung ( , 2007 and Seo (1993) , the evidential marker -te-also has a number of extended functions in addition to encoding firsthand evidentiality, including a lack of responsibility, and an emotionally indifferent state of mind, which this paper will not address further. evidential semantics will still be encoded, but its imperfectivity will be lost, as shown in (6′).
(6′) *ai-tul-i palamppacin kong-ul cha-ass-te-la, kulentey child-Pl-Nom flat ball-Acc kick-Evid-Decl but kukes-ul po-ci-mos-ha-ess-ta it-Acc see-Conn-Neg-do-Ant-Decl 'The children kicked the flat ball, but I didn't see it.'
-Te-'s function to mark the strongly positive epistemic stance will also be lost when -te-is combined with other grammatical elements. The ungrammaticality of the example in (7) demonstrates the semantic inherency of the epistemic modality encoded -te-; the marker is conceptually incompatible with the weak epistemic adverbial amato 'probably.' (7) *amato ai-tul-i palamppacin kong-ul cha-te-la probably child-Pl-Nom flat ball-Acc kick-Evid-Decl 'The children were probably kicking the flat ball.'
The adverb amato signals that the speaker is not fully vouching for the validity of the information she is conveying. The sentence in (7) is therefore not acceptable, because -te-entails that the speaker is vouching for the occurrence of the focal event based on her firsthand access to the information. Although evidentiality and epistemic modality are conceptually and functionally distinct in that the former encodes a source of evidence whereas the latter encodes the origo's evaluation of a state of affairs (De Haan 2001) , the firsthand evidential marker -te-in Korean also conveys a strongly positive sense of epistemic modality by itself.
However, the semantics of strongly positive epistemic modality will be lost, when the presumptive epistemic modal marker -keyss-is inserted between the main verb and -te-:
ai-tul-i palamppacin kong-ul cha-keyss-te-la probably child-Pl-Nom flat ball-Acc kick-Pres-Evid-Decl 'The children will be probably kicking the flat ball.' -Te-'s evidential semantics is still in effect; the utterance in (7′) signals that the speaker evaluates the given situation based on her firsthand perception. In contrast, its semantics of epistemic modality will be lost. For this reason, this paper claims that the primary function of -te-is to mark firsthand evidentiality, although the marker is polyfunctional by itself.
Problems for previous assumptions about evidentials and conditionals
Given that -te-indicates that the origo has witnessed an event or a state and fully vouches for the validity or factivity of the information she conveys about it, 7 as shown in the previous section, it would seem natural for the evidential marker to be prohibited in counterfactual conditionals. In fact, there are many languages where evidential markers cannot appear in conditional constructions, such as Tariana (Aikhenvald 2006: 259) .
It has been claimed that "[e]videntials are normally used in assertions (realis clauses), not in irrealis clauses, nor in presuppositions . . ." (Anderson 1986: 274-275) . This lends special interest to phenomena in which evidentials do appear in irrealis clauses; in addition to Korean, this seemingly incompatible combination is found in Western Apache (Anderson 1986) , Tucano (Aikhenvald 2002) , and Mangarayi (Merlan 1981: 182) . This multiplicity of examples runs counter to Anderson's claim (1986: 277-278 ) that the evidential marker lęk'eh in Western Apache is exceptional in that it quite commonly appears in the protases of counterfactual conditional sentences such as that in (8) Uplegger (1945: 13) describes the function of lęk'eh as framing the focal information "as it is to be seen in mind though belonging to the past or to circumstances not actually present." In (8), where lęk'eh is used at the end of the protasis, it seems to be the marker's retrospectivity and/or its distancing function, rather than its quotative function per se, that is its primary contribution to the meaning. It may be relevant to note that, as Dahl points out (1997: 97) , there is a relationship between the past tense and counterfactuality crosslinguistically. It therefore might not be surprising that a marker that encodes retrospectivity would be licensed in counterfactual conditionals. The question is how a marker like -te-, which usually conveys firsthand evidentiality as well as retrospectivity characteristics, can be compatible with the irrealis semantics of CCCs.
In the following section, I argue that (contra Anderson in a sense, because -te-does appear in the protasis although its evidentiality marking function is not at work) the use of -te-in the protasis of counterfactual conditional constructions in Korean is conceptually licensed because it is, in fact, an optimal distancing strategy.
Evidential morphology as a conceptually optimal tactic in counterfactual conditional constructions
This paper hypothesizes that -te-'s distancing function stems both from its functions of marking retrospectivity and of marking evidentiality, and that this makes it conceptually optimal for increasing the conceptual distance already inherent to counterfactuality. This section raises two major points in support of this claim. First, I assert that -te-'s firsthand evidential function is not its major semantic contribution in counterfactual conditional constructions. Rather, it appears that one of the polysemous marker's other complex semantic properties -its retrospectivity -conceptually licenses its use in CCCs. Second, I argue that -te-'s functions of evoking backgrounded information and marking conceptual distance (Kwon 2012a (Kwon , 2012b , which are inherited from its firsthand evidential function, enable CCCs with -te-to convey yet more distance from factual reality than CCCs without -te-, even evoking distance in other dimensions, such as a stance of nonagency or a feeling of helplessness on the part of the speaker.
The retrospectivity of -te-
Because -te-'s primary function is to encode the information that the speaker's source of evidence for the focal information is firsthand and because it has strong epistemic modal properties, it might seem that it should be conceptually incongruous if it were to appear in a counterfactual conditional. These realis-related properties are closely related to -te-'s retrospectivity; -te-indicates that the speaker's perception time is prior to the speech-act time. The speaker's firsthand experience backs up his/her positively strong belief of the focal information. The realis-related properties would seem to conflict conceptually with the nature of a construction whose function is to conjecture irrealis events. However, Korean native-speaker informants have made the significant point that -te-does not always seem to have a firsthand evidential function; this can be seen in the contrast between the examples in (9). (9) In (9a), -te-encodes the information that the speaker's source of evidence was firsthand; such an utterance is only licensed when the speaker has directly experienced the focal event. However, when -te-is embedded in the protasis of a CCC, as in (9b), it does not seem to have this function; there is no evidential presupposition that the speaker is remembering something she herself experienced. 8 However, this is not to say that -te-does not entail any presuppositionality at all in CCCs; in fact, these characteristics are an important aspect of its function in those constructions. They allow the speaker to take a stance of conceptual distance toward the conjectured focal event (which is constructed as the opposite of the event that the speaker actually experienced firsthand) by exploiting -te-'s function of backgrounding any information about how the speaker obtained her information about the focal event (Kwon 2012a (Kwon , 2012b . In this situation, the backgrounded information source evoked is underspecified (rather than being specified for firsthand evidentiality); information about the type of this presupposed 8 The motivation of this phenomenon is not entirely clear. There are two possibilities. First, the firsthand evidential marker's primary function of encoding that the speaker's source of information is firsthand experience may have simply been bleached out as a result of a grammaticalization process, operating either solely on -te-(with the effect that -te-in contemporary colloquial Korean is polysemous, with one use being semantically richer than the other) or on the combination of -ess-and -te-(resulting in a single morpheme whose meaning is not the sum of the meanings of the two source morphemes). Second, it may be that the primary function of the marker is suppressed or overridden by the irrealis nature of counterfactual conditional constructions. Given that -te-alone is not licensed in CCCs without other temporal markers, it is difficult to determine which of these scenarios is correct; this question calls for further diachronic research. As one of the reviewers rightly pointed out, to figure out the motivation might be a nontrivial issue to this paper. However, I believe that to show the possible conceptual cause to license the evidential marker's presence in CCCs -the fact that the marker's primary function is at least not in focus and its distancing function is at work -will suffice for the aim of this paper, which is to report and explore another seemingly rare language in which an evidential marker appears in CCCs, and to model the conceptual structure evoked by the constructions. source of information, namely conjecture, is supplied by other elements of the construction. The fact that the firsthand source-marking property of -te-is not functioning, or at least not in focus, in counterfactual conditionals thus enables the apparently noncanonical construction to obviate any semantic realis-irrealis mismatch.
Furthermore, -te-is never licensed in the protasis of a counterfactual conditional without the anterior marker -ess-/-ass-, as shown by the ungrammaticality of (10b) (in contrast to (9b)). (10) The utterance in (10a), with -te-only, is grammatical; -te-there indicates that the speaker obtained the focal information through her firsthand experience. In contrast, the utterance in (10b), where -te-is used without -ess-in the protasis of a CCC, is not licensed at all. In other words, the anteriority marker -ess-is necessary for a counterfactual conditional construction to be licensed; I argue that this is a function of the perfectivity of -ess-.
Counterfactual conjecturing is possible only when the speaker construes the alternative factual event as perfective; the factual event must be conceptualized as having terminated before the cognizer can coherently imagine the opposite situation. While -te-is compatible with perfective aspect, it has a default imperfective reading in the absence of other markers. Counterfactual conditional constructions with the distancing morpheme -te-as the only temporal marker are therefore not licensed. However, the anteriority marker -ess-, which can be used to encode perfective aspect, provides the necessary information and therefore allows -te-to be licensed in counterfactuals. 9
The backgrounding of information
The second reason -te-is conceptually optimal for use in counterfactual conditional constructions is that it entails that any information about how the speaker has obtained the focal information is backgrounded (i.e., presupposed). To begin with a core firsthand evidential example, the sentence in (5b) (repeated here as (11)) entails that the kicking of the ball occurred (at least insofar as the speaker's memory is accurate), and it is that event that is in focus. The fact that the speaker obtained this information through direct observation is backgrounded.
(11) ai-tul-to palamppacin kong-ul cha-te-la child-Pl-even flat ball-Acc kick-Evid-Decl 'Even the children were kicking the flat ball.'
In an evidential sentence like (11), the backgrounded event (the event of the speaker's perception) has a different cognitive status from that of the focal event that was observed in that they involve different deictic -i.e., spatiotemporalfactors.
This difference in cognitive status yields an interesting asymmetry in constraints on subjects: a first-person subject cannot be used with -te-under most circumstances. Because the two events involved -the focal event and the presupposed event of perception -must be cognitively discontinuous, the primary participants in the two events cannot be identical. It would be seen as contradictory in most contexts for a speaker to objectively describe what she herself has done; this is demonstrated by the infelicitousness of the example in (12).
(12) ?nay-ka palamppacin kong-ul cha-te-la I-Nom flat ball-Acc kick-Evid-Decl 'Even I was kicking the flat ball.' However, as Kwon (2012a) shows, utterances such as that in (12) can be licensed in situations where the subject of the sentence is perceived as being somehow looked for the place in question any earlier than the reference time, while the situation referred to within the scope of -te-in the protasis of the CCC is the conjectured event of looking for the place before the reference time. The firsthand evidential function therefore cannot be in effect, because the event in the scope of -te-was not experienced firsthand. nonvolitional or otherwise disconnected from the speaker. For example, a speaker might be suffering from amnesia and unable to remember what she did, but she might be able to describe it in a sentence using -te-if she were observing a video that had been made of the event. For an utterance with -te-to be licensed, there must somehow be distance between the cognizer and the observed subject, i.e., a conceptual discontinuity between the speaker and the observed subject, even if the observed subject is the speaker's self. If the speaker is successful at creating a conceptual discontinuity or in exploiting a source of conceptual discontinuity suggested by the context, a sentence like that in (12) is not considered infelicitous.
The evidential information provided by -te-, that the speaker witnessed the focal event firsthand in the past, is always backgrounded -in other words, part of -te-'s function is to introduce a presupposition. The example in (13), quoted in Ko (2007: 203-204) , demonstrates this presupposition-inducing function clearly.
(13) aykwukca yiswunsin-un nolyang aph pata-lul palapo-te-la patriot Lee.Sunshin-Nom Noryang front sea-Acc stare-Evid-Decl "The patriot, Admiral Lee Sunshin, was staring at the sea near Noryang."
According to strict truth-conditional logic, no one now living can felicitously utter the sentence in (13), which is from a historical novel. If someone were to utter it, her interlocutors or readers would automatically presuppose that she had witnessed the focal event, which in this case they would know must be false. However, it is not uncommon for authors to use -te-in such contexts, when they want to describe events in their imaginary worlds more vividly. The marker's function of evoking backgrounded information about speakers' (or writers') means of perceiving events enables an author to describe an imagined event as if she had physically observed it. This accords with Lambrecht's analysis of presupposition (1996: 78) ; what the interlocutors have in common in this case is not a presupposition that the historical figure exists, but their mental representation of the figure in a presupposed mental space.
In sum, this section has shown that there are a number of cases where -te-'s distancing function (based on its function of evoking backgrounded information) is more salient than its function of encoding firsthand evidentiality. If the primary firsthand evidential function is not always in effect, meaning that at times it has only distancing and retrospectivity-marking functions, it is quite natural that it should be an optimal lexical item for use with counterfactual conditionals. In CCCs, these secondary functions of -te-conspire to evoke a more distanced counterfactuality.
Evidential mental spaces in counterfactual conditional constructions
This section aims to further explain these seemingly noncanonical uses of -tewithin Mental Spaces Theory (Fauconnier 1997) . I used this framework because MST provides an intuitive and motivated way to represent the interlocutor's covert elaboration of relevant inferences involved in the construal of conditional constructions. In addition, the framework effectively captures the correlation which allows conditional prediction of one event based on knowledge about the other (Dancygier and Sweetser 2005: 33) . To model my analysis of distancing effects in CCCs, I rely in the main on the system of representation used by Dancygier and Sweetser in their mental spaces analysis of conditionals, including their use of shading to represent counterfactuality. 10 However, I introduce some new elements to the diagrams, including using the layering of spaces to represent additional distancing strategies.
Mental spaces representation of the -te-construction
To begin with, let us look into how to represent the conceptual structure evoked by the firsthand evidential -te-construction and its functions. The primary semantic property of -te-is its firsthand-evidentiality function; the speaker's means of obtaining the focal information is backgrounded information that is specified by the use of the evidential marker. Figure 1 shows how to accommodate the backgrounded information in MST and provides a cognitively motivated representation of the -te-construction as it is used in (11′) (Kwon 2012a (Kwon , 2012b .
(11′) ai-tul-i palamppacin kong-ul cha-te-la child-PL-NOM flat ball-ACC kick-EV.FH-DECL 'Children were kicking a flat ball.'
In (11′), the speaker in the Base space recollects children's (C) action in the past. This involves two additional spaces, the speaker's subjective experience (SE) space and the speaker's firsthand-experience (FE) space. The speaker's firsthandexperience space is in focus and thus profiled (in bold), because what the evidential construction is intended to convey is that the focal event has taken place, not that the mode of access is the speaker's firsthand experience. The backgrounded space, the speaker's SE space, has a role (S) that corresponds to the speaker in the Base space because the subjective experience belongs to the speaker (i.e., the entity who witnessed the focal event in the past is the speaker). The SE and FE spaces are both involved in the construal, and the speaker (S) accesses the subject's (C) kicking event in his FE space via his SE space (his memory space).
The advantage of this system of representation is that it can represent in an intuitively plausible way -te-'s firsthand-evidential function. By representing the speaker's SE and FE spaces separately from the Base space, and by enabling the speaker in the Base space to access the children's action in his FE spaces via memory, we can show how the speaker witnesses the event in his SE and FE space. In addition, if we consider the interaction and distances between spaces and the roles in them, its function of retrospectivity marking and conceptual distance marking is automatically accounted for. The way that this distancing is represented, i.e., layering by projection (Kwon 2012a (Kwon , 2012b , is used in modeling the Korean CCCs with -te-to capture the -te-'s backgrounding function in the protasis (Section 4.3).
Mental spaces in Korean conditional constructions
Taking as a basis the mental spaces models developed by Dancygier and Sweetser (2005: 32) for the analysis of conditional constructions, we can describe the predictive conditional construction in (1) (repeated here as (14)) using the model in Figure 2 . Conditionals in general represent two alternative mental space setups. One setup is the if domain; it contains an if space, in which the addressee comes, and its extension space, in which the female members are happy; the alternative setup has spaces in which the addressee does not come and no female members are happy.
(14) [ney-ka o-n-ta-myen] yeca-pwuwuen-tul-i you-Nom come-Imperf-Decl-if female-member-Pl-Nom kippe-ha-l-theyntey be.happy-do-Mod-Cond.End 'If you come, the female members will be happy.'
The sentence in (14) is an example of a conditional construction in which the speaker is taking a neutral epistemic stance toward the event in the protasis. That is, to utter (14), the speaker does not have to assume either that the addressee will come or that he or she will not come. Because the speaker's epistemic stance is neutral, no imminent occurrence of the addressee's arrival is presupposed in the 11 The dotted lines in Figure 2 indicate that the content that they represent is not overt and thus, not profiled (for more information, see Dancygier and Sweetser 2005). base space. In the if/future space, the space where the speaker's conjecture is accommodated, the focal event in the protasis, the addressee's arrival, constitutes a sufficient condition for the occurrence of the situation in the apodosis. The alternate/future space is similarly structured; the situation in the protasis, in which the addressee does not come, constitutes a sufficient condition for the opposite resulting situation in the apodosis.
In contrast, in the utterance in (2) (repeated here as (15)), which is modeled in Figure 3 , the anteriority marker -ess-/-ass-is used. Because the anteriority morpheme affects the temporal domain of the protasis so that it evokes a conjectural past mental space in which some event or situation occurred that explicitly did not actually occur in the real world (negative epistemic stance which is marked by shading of the appropriate boxes in Figure 3 ), 12 the utterance has a counterfactual reading. As I pointed out above, perfectivity goes well with counterfactuality because the speaker's knowledge about what happened in the past in the real world must be conceptualized as a coherent whole in order for an alternative set of events to be conjectured. Dancygier and Sweetser (2005: 46) , I use shading to represent the counterfactuality of the if/past space, i.e., to represent the fact that the contents of that space result from the speaker's imagining a scenario that is in some way the opposite of what actually happened. 
Following
-Te-and mental spaces in counterfactual conditional constructions
Based on the background given in the previous subsection on Korean conditional constructions, a mental spaces model of the use of the firsthand evidential marker -te-in CCCs can be developed. As I showed in Section 3, the marker's firsthandevidential marking function is not in focus in CCCs; it is rather its functions of conceptual distancing and backgrounding evidential information that are relevant. These functions of -te-as used in the protasis of a CCC can be represented in a mental-spaces diagram by adding an additional space layer. In Figure 4 , which models the example in (3a) (repeated here as (16)), the conceptual distancing of the speaker from the focal event in the protasis is represented by the addition of a layer of backgrounded space. (Because the spaces that hold both the focal event and the firsthand evidentiality are counterfactual, both (15), we find that the counterfactuality conveyed by (16) is distanced emotionally as well as epistemically. The speaker's negative epistemic stance toward the focal event is encoded by the anteriority marker in both cases, but in (16), the addition of -te-further distances the speaker from the focal event space by virtue of its function of accessing an additional backgrounded space. Note that, in the alternate/past space, it is the focal situation of the speaker's not coming earlier than some reference time, not a situation in which the speaker did not experience that focal event, that is being opposed to the conjectured event in the if/past space. The fact that it is the focal-event space, not the firsthand-evidential space, that is negated in the alternate space supports the claim that -te-is functioning only as a distancing marker to accommodate backgrounded information. In sum, CCCs with -te-yield more distanced counterfactual readings than CCCs that do not include -te-, because the marker creates conceptual distance between the speaker and the focal event by evoking a backgrounded space where information about the speaker's source of evidence can be accommodated. In other words, the focal event, whose counterfactuality has already been marked by the combination of the anteriority morpheme -ess-with other conditional elements, can be even further distanced by adding -te-to the verbal complex. This double distancing of the focal event compositionally yields a more distanced counterfactuality.
As I described above, there are two major conditions on the licensing of CCCs that are relevant to the analysis in this paper. The first is that the factive event must be conceptually complete, so that its counterfactual counterpart can therefore be conjectured. The second is that the focal event must be conceptually distant from the speaker. Given these conditions, the use of -te-in CCCs is not so unintuitive and unnatural as it might seem at first glance, but is rather an optimal strategy because the primary evidential function of -te-involves both retrospective semantics and the backgrounding of information. Although, as I pointed out in footnote 10, it is not clear whether the marker's primary firsthand-source marking function has been bleached or is suppressed in CCCs, it is quite apparent that it is not in focus.
Even more intriguingly, as I mentioned in Section 1.1, the extra-distanced counterfactuality encoded by the morpheme complex -esste-can oftentimes indicate the speaker's attitude of regret (or the speaker's attitude of feeling of helplessness), i.e., her sense that she should have done something to effect the conjectured focal event mentioned in the protasis, though she did (or could) not. (This use is more or less equivalent to the if only constructions in English.) The sentence in (4) (repeated here as (17)) is an example of such a usage; it is modeled in Figure 5 .
(17) [maknay tongsayng-to o-ass-te-la-myen . . .] youngest brother-also come-Ant-Evid-Decl-if 'If only my youngest brother had been here too . . .'
In a similar mechanism to that operating in (16), the evidential marker creates conceptual distance between the speaker and the conjectured focal event of the speaker's brother being present. The implied extension of the protasis can be 
Conclusion
This paper has shown that the Korean firsthand evidential marker -te-can be employed in counterfactual conditional constructions, seemingly contrary to previous claims that evidentials are normally only used in realis clauses, not in irrealis clauses nor in presuppositions. On the one hand, this paper has argued against Anderson (1986) in a sense that the firsthand evidential marker -te-is present in the protasis of CCCs. This paper is, on the other hand, not entirely against Anderson in another sense that -te-'s core function of marking evidentiality is not in focus when it is used in conditionals; its other function to mark conceptual distance licenses its presence in CCCs. I have further argued that, in fact, employing -te-in CCCs is a conceptually optimal tactic, as it allows the speaker to distance herself from the focal event.
Using the framework of Mental Spaces Theory, I have modeled different types of Korean conditional constructions, including counterfactual conditional constructions containing -te-. To model the contribution of -te-to the meaning of the whole, I have proposed representing the spaces evoked by evidential elements in the tense complex as additional layers in mental spaces diagrams, suggesting that such a notation will be of great help in grasping varying degrees and nuances of counterfactuality.
